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College Study Report* 


Since 1946, the Population Reference Bureau has 
conducted an annual survey of the fertility of college 
graduates in the United States. Alumni who gradu- 
ated 10 and 25 years ago have been surveyed to meas- 
ure current and completed fertility. In 1955, a total 
of 29,494 graduates, (classes of 1945 and of 1930) 
from 178 colleges throughout the country was studied. 
This issue presents the results of this current survey 
and summarizes the data gathered during the ten 
years since the College Study was initiated. 


College graduates continue to 
hold their own in the nation’s baby 
boom. Of those who graduated 10 
and 25 years ago, men have a slight 
edge over women, fertility-wise, 
and their gain during the past 10 
years has been greater. 

Fertility of college graduates 
throughout the United States con- 
tinues upward. Graduates of more 
recent classes already have families 
almost as large as those of a gen- 
eration ago. 

The fertility of these younger 
graduates has increased consistent- 
ly from year to year. This reflects 
the improved economic conditions 
since 1945. Perhaps a real change 
in attitude toward children and 
family is also involved. 

Men of the class of 1945 now 


average 1.73 children per graduate, 
a gain of 70 percent over men of 
the class of 1936 who averaged 1.02 
children 10 years after graduation. 
Women of the class of 1945 now 
average 1.43 children, a 51 percent 
gain over women of 1936 who re- 
corded only 0.95 child each when 
they were surveyed in 1946. 

Among the 25-year graduates, 
the alumni averaged 1.97 children 
and the alumnae only 1.36. Fer- 
tility of the men has increased 13 
percent since 1946. That of women 
has declined five percent even 
though they have recorded consist- 
ent increases during 1951-54. 

It should be remembered that 
these older graduates were mem- 
bers of the class of 1930 which was 
graduated during the depression. 


*The College Study of the Population Reference Bureau is conducted under the direction of 
Dr. Olarence J. Gamble and Mrs. Betty U. Kibbee at 255 Adams Street, Milton, Mass. The 
production of the BULLETIN is a cooperative undertaking. Annabelle Desmond, Staff Writer, and 
Patience Lauriat, Research Assistant, have also contributed to this issue. Robert C. Cook, Editor. 
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They passed through their years of 
greatest fertility when adverse eco- 
nomic conditions reduced marriage 
and birth rates to all-time lows. 


Only one sectarian group shows 
notable reproductive prowess. The 
graduates of two Mormon colleges 
still tend to average more children 
than do graduates of Roman Cath- 
olic, Protestant, private or gov- 
ernment administered colleges. 
Graduates of Catholic colleges tend 
to lead these other groups but by a 
much smaller margin. 

Brigham Young University again 
tops all other colleges in the 1955 
survey by placing first in three out 
of four possible categories: 25-year 
men, 10-year men, 25-year women. 
The alumnae of Pacific University 
—class of 1945—placed first among 
the 10-year women graduates. 

Fertility among graduates of 
western colleges is significantly 
higher than that of the colleges in 
other regions. However, the differ- 
ence virtually disappears when the 
Mormon group is excluded from 
the regional totals. Education is a 
stronger influence on fertility pat- 
terns than is residence. 

Graduates of Negro colleges re- 
port fewer children than graduates 
of white colleges. However, the 
number of Negro colleges partici- 
pating in the survey is small. 

Fertility differences among those 
educated in men’s, women’s, and 
co-educational colleges were found 
to be negligible. 

Quite coincidentally, the College 
Study, which began the year births 
in the United States took off for a 
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record ten year baby boom, was 
perfectly timed to clock an historic 
change in birth rate trends. 


In 1946, when the population 
stood at 141 million there were 3 
million births. Now 162 million 
people inhabit the United States; 
and more than 4 million babies 
were born in 1954. 


College Study data supplement 
earlier Census surveys which indi- 
eate that fertility increases have 
been greater among the college 
graduate group than among the 
population at large.1 This does 
not mean that the ‘‘differential 
birth rate’’ has disappeared in the 
United States. Rather, the differ- 
entials are growing less. Once 
equality of reproduction on the 
part of all the population is 
achieved, the danger of a gradual 
decline in native ability would be 
greatly lessened. 

Why is it important for college 
graduates to reproduce themselves? 
In any society, this group makes an 
important contribution. In a highly 
complex industrial society such as 
ours, there is an ever-growing de- 
mand for highly trained specialists 
in the arts. professions and sci- 
ences. So the nation needs ever 
more children with the heredity, 
the training and the cultural back- 
ground which college graduates can 
provide. 

A larger proportion of children 
of college educated parents go to 
college than do children of any oth- 
er group. College graduates are, 
in large part, the parents of tomor- 
row’s leaders in science, industry, 
and in many other fields. 
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MALES 

25-YEAR GRADUATES 
1921 33 1.75 1.87 2.26 94 83 4,473 71 
1922 28 1.70 1.85 2.22 92 84 2,884 69 
1923 66 1.76 1.89 2.25 93 84 6,454 64 
1924 106 1.77 1.84 2.27 96 81 6,845 75 
1925 142 1.81 1.90 2.25 95 85 10,000 67 
1926 121 1.84 1.96 2.33 94 84 8,609 63 
1927 103 1.85 1.98 2.34 94 84 7,272 72 
1928 121 1.97 2.10 2.45 94 86 8,685 68 
1929 121 1.95 2.09 2.46 93 85 8,832 73 
1930 122 1.97 2.09 2.43 94 86 8,140 72 

10-YEAR GRADUATES 
1936 32 1.02 1.23 1.67 88 73 6,052 67 
1937 32 1.11 1.33 1.72 83 77 5,453 69 
1938 84 1.21 1.44 1.82 85 79 11,885 64 
1939 136 1.37 1.51 1.88 91 80 12,470 68 
1940 171 1.40 1.57 1.92 89 $2 20,487 67 
1941 154 1.42 1.64 1.99 87 82 16,528 63 
1942 121 1.51 1.70 2.02 89 84 12,420 67 
1943 129 1.63 1.84 2.16 88 85 11,521 67 
1944 109 1.70 1.95 2.28 88 85 5,675 69 
@ 1945 86 1.73 1.98 2.25 89 87 4,704 Tt 

FEMALES* 

25-YEAR GRADUATES 
1921 34 1.43 1.79 2.31 80 77 2,987 76 
1922 32 1.36 1.81 2.25 75 80 2,360 81 
1923 69 1.23 1.66 2.16 74 77 4,590 76 
1924 112 1.26 1.73 2.23 73 77 6,107 81 
1925 138 1.23 1.70 2.21 73 77 6,849 78 
1926 121 1.18 1.66 2.16 71 77 6,609 78 
1927 116 1.19 1.65 2.17 72 76 6,763 76 
1928 125 1.24 1.73 2.24 72 77 7,507 73 
1929 131 1.36 1.82 2.33 74 78 7,328 77 
1930 134 1.36 1.77 2.25 77 79 7,689 76 

10-YEAR GRADUATES 
1936 41 0.95 1.23 1.72 77 71 5,102 68 
1937 39 1.06 1.44 1.83 73 78 3,827 7s 
1938 84 1.10 1.48 1.70 74 88 7,223 76 
1939 133 1.11 1.53 1.91 73 80 10,091 78 
1940 173 1.15 1.57 1.96 73 80 12,294 78 
1941 140 1.19 1.61 1.98 74 81 10,159 78 
1942 131 1.23 1.63 1.74 75 94 9,869 79 
1943 140 1.30 1.76 2.12 74 83 10,150 76 
1944 147 1.39 1.84 2.18 75 84 8,857 78 
1945 146 1.43 1.84 2.19 77 84 8,961 79 





1For women, the figures in column (c) are computed by the formula: 
(Children reported) (Married graduates) 
(Married graduates reporting) (Total graduates with known address) 
2For men, the figures in column (f) represent married graduates per 100 reporting graduates with known 
address. For women, these figures are married graduates per 100 graduates with known address since the single 
and the married are easily segregated on the address lists. 
For women, the figures in column (i) represent married graduates reporting per 100 married graduates since 
questionnaires are sent only to married female graduates. For both sexes, these figures are based on number of 
graduates with known address. 
“Although only married female graduates with known address are sent questionnaires, number of single graduates 
6 with known address included in calculations for columns (c) and (f£). 


Children per reporting female graduate = 
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STUDY YEAR 
FicurRs 1: CURRENT FERTILITY TRENDS OF COLLEGE GRADUATES 


Graduates of the classes of 1921 and 1936 were sampled the first year of the 
College Study in 1946. In the ensuing ten years, with one exception in 1947, the trend 
among both groups of men and the younger women has been upward. The older women 
showed a decline during the early years of the study, with recovery since 1951. 


10-YEAR GRADUATES 

Varying patterns of current and 
completed fertility among college 
graduates are reflected in the re- 
sults of the ten annual surveys of 
the College Study. This year’s sur- 
vey canvassed those who graduated 
10 and 25 years ago—members of 
the classes of 1945 and of 1930. 

The number of men in the class 
of 1945 was small in comparison 
with the other three categories 
studied this year because World 
War II kept many men in the 
armed forces who would otherwise 
have been in college. The 10-year 
men report 1.73 children per grad- 
uate as compared with only 1.02 


children reported by the classes of 
1936, ten years earlier. The inter- 
vening classes have each reported 
a sucessive gain in fertility, and 
the increase of the class of 1945 
over the class of 1936 amounts to 
70 percent. 

In 1946, 10-year women gradu- 
ates reported 0.95 child each; the 
women who graduated ten years 
later reported 1.43 children. There 
was in each year a successive gain 
amounting to a total of 51 percent. 

Mortality rates in the first few 
decades of life are so low in the 
United States at the present time 


that on the average only —— 
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2.15 children per graduate are nec- 
essary for the group to replace it- 
self in the next generation. Of the 
class of 1945, men are nearer to 
replacement with 1.73 children per 
eraduate than women with only 
1.43 children. These graduates have 
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about fifteen years of family build- 
ing still ahead of them, so it is 
possible that they will replace 
themselves. Table II shows that 
graduates of some classes ranking 
highest in fertility have already 
reached the replacement point. 


Taste II: Numper or Cuitpren Per Reportinc GrapuATE FoR THE Ten HiGuHest 
Cotteces in Eacu Carecory, 1951-55 
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College? 1955 1954 1952 1951 
MALES 
25-YEAR GRADUATES 
BRIGHAM YOUNG U., UTAH 3.47 3.38 3.96 3.22 3.88 
Calvin, Mich. 3.35 2.48 2.42 3.39 = 
HURON, S. DAK. 3.00 2.00 = 1.53 1.75 
UTAH, U. of 2.89 2.75 2.50 2.82 1.47 
Greenville, Ill. 2.86 2.43 2.94 pe _ 
Loyola U. of L.A., Cal. 2.86 2.02 ne aes — 
John Carroll U., Ohio 2.80 1.80 3.25 was 2.80 
GOSHEN, IND. 2.79 1.94 2.77 2.38 ‘igs 
St. Mary’s, Minn. 2.52 2.86 _ — 
Providence, R. I. 2.43 2.12 2.31 1.83 2.61 
10-YEAR GRADUATES 
BRIGHAM YOUNG U., UTAH 2.94 3.17 2.38 2.58 2.27 
WARTBURG, IOWA 2.48 1.94 1.88 ond 1.54 
WHEATON, ILL. 2.44 2.21 2.29 1.83 aa 
Willamette U., Ore. 2.40 2.36 1.10 = mein 
Calvin, Mich. 2.38 2.44 2.26 2.27 ‘ais 
GOSHEN, IND. 2.33 2.22 2.32 2.21 1.97 
San Jose State, Cal. 2.30 1.62 1.51 1.61 1.48 
West Va. Wesleyan 2.20 2.40 1,15 ome — 
Wittenberg, Ohio 2.20 1.62 — a < 
UTAH, U. of 3.87 2.41 2.18 1.23 2.04 
FEMALES 

25-YEAR GRADUATES 
BRIGHAM YOUNG U., UTAH 2.75 3.78 2.01 2.29 2.62 
Utah, U. of 2.44 2.21 1.78 2.17 1.95 
ST. MARY’S, IND. 2.24 1.70 2.10 2.22 1.49 
CLARKE, IOWA 2.16 2.06 1.53 1.36 1.74 
New Rochelle, C. of, N. Y. 2.09 1.82 1.21 1.76 1.86 
ANTIOCH, O. 2.01 1.23 ce oe oa 
LINFIELD, ORE. 2.00 1.57 1.15 me hail 
HASTINGS, NEB. 1.95 1.64 1.32 _— 1.58 
Vanderbilt U., Tenn. 1.91 soa aes -_ —_ 
ROSARY, ILL, 1.91 2.12 1.52 76 1.65 
10-YEAR GRADUATES 
Pacific U., Ore. 2.40 86 _— 2.03 1.20 
ST. MARY’S, IND. 2.21 2.28 2.18 1.81 2.15 
Calvin, Mich. 2.10 ‘ie 1.04 1.12 ae 
KALAMAZOO, MICH. 2.09 1.16 1.10 1.19 1.22 
Idaho, U. of 2.05 1.49 1.38 1.32 1.57 
MISSOURI VALLEY, MO. 2.04 1.08 1.08 ‘nie 1.17 
St. Xavier, Ill. 2.02 1.65 2.12 2.12 1.28 
SWEET BRIAR, VA. 1.97 oe 1.93 1.60 1.66 
HOOD, MD. 1.92 1,33 1.39 1.62 1.57 
ROSARY, ILL. 1.92 1.68 1.76 1.64 1.29 





1Colleges with 80 percent or more of the graduates with known address reporting in 1955 are shown in 


CAPITALS. 


3Dash indicates college did not submit data for that category of graduate in that year’s survey. 
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25-YEAR GRADUATES 


Generally speaking, the family- 
building years are over for those 
who graduated 25 years ago. Since 
the initiation of the Study in 1946, 
the 25-year graduates have come 
from the classes of 1921 to 1930 in- 
clusive. They have reported diver- 
gent trends while the younger 
graduates have recorded consistent- 
ly upward fertility trends. Men 
among the 25-year graduates show 
a 13 percent gain, from 1.75 chil- 
dren per graduate in 1946 to 1.97 
children now; women report a five 
percent decline in fertility, from 
1.43 children in 1946 to 1.36 chil- 
dren. As a group, the classes grad- 
uating between 1921 and 1930 have 
not produced enough children to 
replace themselves. 

In 1947, men of the 25-year 
group reported only 1.70 children. 
Between 1948 and 1953, the num- 
ber of their children increased to 
1.97. In 1954, it was 1.95 children, 
and now it is again 1.97 children, 
92 percent of replacement. 

Among the 25-year women, the 
trend was downward until 1951, 
when a low of 1.18 children was re- 
ported. Since then, the fertility of 
25-year women graduates has been 
increasing. They report 1.36 chil- 
dren now, 63 percent of replace- 
ment. 


The fluctuations in the fertility 
of the 25-year graduates, both men 
and women, are partially explained 
by the fact that they were passing 
through their years of maximum 
fertility during the depression of 


MALES FEM @ 
+70 ALES 


CHILDREN PER GRADUATE 
—) 


PERCENT CHANGE 1946-55 = 


GB 10-YEAR GRADUATES 
25-YEAR GRADUATES 


Figure 2: CHANGES IN Fertiiry 1946-55 


Ten years after graduation, the men of 
the class of 1945 had 70 percent more | 
children to their credit than the men of | 
the class of 1936. The women, ten years @ | 
after graduation, had gained only 51 per- 
cent in fertility. As compared with grad- 
uates of the class of 1921 25 years after 
graduation, the men of the class of 1930 
had gained 13 percent while the older 
women showed a decline of five percent. 


the 1930’s, when marriage and 
birth rates were the lowest ever 
recorded in the United States. The 
recent fertility increases of these | 
older graduates may indicate that 
during the more prosperous 1940- 
50 decade—toward the end of their 
reproductive span—they may have 
started to catch up on these ‘‘ post- 
poned”’ births. 
Some indication as to the extent 
of this trend may be seen in the 
data on dates of marriage and birth 
of children obtained for the first 
time in the 1955 survey. An analy- 
sis of these data will appear in a 
later issue of the BULLETIN. @ 
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BRIGHAM YOUNG HEADS THE 
LIST AGAIN 

As in 1954, Brigham Young Uni- 
versity in Provo, Utah, is the win- 
ner in the 1955 ‘‘Baby Sweep- 
stakes,’’ capturing firsts in three 
out of four categories: men of the 
class of 1930 with 3.47 children per 
graduate; men of 1945 with 2.94 
children; and women of 1930 with 
2.75 children. Pacific University 
in Forest Grove, Oregon, wins first 
in the fourth category: women of 
the class of 1945, with 2.40 chil- 
dren. The 10-year alumnae of Brig- 
ham Young University, who placed 
third last year with 2.08 children 
per reporting graduate, dropped 
to 15th place this year, with 1.84 
children. 

Winners of the ten top places in 
each of the four categories are list- 
ed in Table II. Thirty-one colleges 
appear in the 40 places. No college 
appears in all four categories. Brig- 
ham Young University, Calvin Col- 
lege and the University of Utah 
are each in three out of the four. 

A total of 11 colleges in the top 
40 places this year were among last 
vear’s winners. Some of the col- 
leges which won top honors in 1954 
did not participate in the 1955 
survey. 


OTHER DIFFERENCES NOTED 


Tabulations have been made in 
an effort to determine to what ex- 
tent the fertility of graduates may 
be influenced by such factors as col- 
lege administration (denomination- 
al, private or government) and lo- 
cation; coeducation; and race. 

In all four categories, the gradu- 
ates of Mormon colleges have the 
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highest fertility. This reflects a 
predominantly rural culture, and 
the high value which the Mormon 
religion places on children and 
large families. 

In three out of the four cate- 
gories, graduates of colleges admin- 
istered by the Roman Catholic 
Church tend to have more children 
than graduates of colleges main- 
tained by Protestant, government, 
or private organizations. The dif- 
ferences are generally small due 
partly to the fact that members of 
celibate religious orders are includ- 
ed in class totals. Among the chil- 
dren per married graduate, the dif- 
ferences are more apparent. 

With the exception of the west, 
there are no large geographical dif- 
ferences in college fertility. In 
three out of four categories, the 
west stands out markedly, but the 
figures are heavily weighted by 
large Mormon colleges in Utah. 

Comparable regional data on the 
fertility of college graduates are 
not available for recent years. The 
1940 Census published data on fer- 
tility of female college graduates; 
these showed considerable regional 
differences, with the west and south 
having the highest fertility.2 The 
analysis of fertility data from the 
1950 Census has not yet been pub- 
lished. Should this reveal a level- 
ling out of the fertility differential, 
the sampling of the College Study 
may indicate an important trend. 

Data collected by the Bureau of 
the Census and the National Office 
of Vital Statistics indicate marked 
regional differences in the fertility 
of the total population. However, 
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Tasre II]: Numper or CuItpreEN By CLassiFICATION OF COLLEGE, For 25-YEAR AND 10-YEAR 
MaALe AND FemaLe GRADUATES 
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—— Number of Children —-—-———_ 














Classification of Number of Per Reporting Per Married Per Repor 
College Colleges Graduate Reporting Graduate Parent 
MALES 
25-YEAR GRADUATES 122 1.97 2.09 2.43 
Control of College: 
Private 33 1.91 2.00 2.34 
Government 22 1.86 1.95 2.29 
Protestant 54 1.92 2.01 2.37 
Roman Catholic 11 2.25 2.62 2.92 
Mormon? 2 3.12 3.19 3.36 
Region: 
Northeast 33 1.94 2.06 2.39 
North Central 51 1.93 2.05 2.42 
South 22 1.94 2.01 2.35 
West 16 2.23 2.38 2.70 
Men’s colleges 18 2.05 2.23 2.55 
Coeducational 104 1.95 2.05 2.40 
Negro 2 1.55 2.27 2.52 
White 120 1.97 2.08 2.42 
10-YEAR GRADUATES 86 1.73 1.95 2.25 
Control of College: 
Private 27 1.65 1.84 2.15 
Government 16 1.83 1.99 2.27 
Protestant 32 1.70 1.90 2.22 
Roman Catholic 9 1.56 2.14 2.43 
Mormon? 2 2.44 2.65 2.93 
Region: 
Northeast 27 1.68 1.90 2.20 
North Central 33 1.81 2.06 2.34 
South 16 1.67 1.87 2.18 
West 10 1.96 2.14 2.50 
Men’s colleges 17 1.69 1.94 2.23 
Coeducational 69 1.75 1.95 2.26 
FEMALES 
25-YEAR GRADUATES 134 1.36 1.77 2.25 
Control of College: 
Private 34 1.35 1.73 2.17 
Government 24 1,15 1.51 2.03 
Protestant 58 1.36 1.72 2.17 
Roman Catholic 15 1.61 2.47 2.99 
Mormon? 2 2.52 2.84 3.18 
Region: 
Northeast 26 1.39 1.90 2.33 
North Central 83 1.33 1.7 2.25 
South 36 1.24 1.60 2.10 
West 19 1.68 1.96 2.41 
Women’s colleges 29 1.41 1.90 2.34 
Coeducational 104 1,33 1.70 2.20 
Negro 3 .75 1.04 1.90 
White 131 1,37 1.78 2.25 
10-YEAR GRADUATES 146 1.43 1.84 2.19 
Control of College: 
Private 37 1.47 1.84 2.17 
Government 28 1.31 1.72 2.10 
Protestant 60 1.45 1.78 2.10 
Roman Catholic 19 1.49 2.25 2.55 
Mormon? 2 1.87 2.13 2.57 
Region: 
Northeast 30 1,38 1.89 2.17 
North Central 56 1.47 1.86 2.22 
South 40 1.36 1.75 2.11 
West 20 1.61 1.98 2.34 
Women’s colleges 33 1.50 1.97 2.27 
Coeducational 113 1.39 1.78 2.14 
Negro 4 88 1.27 1.77 
White 142 1.44 1.85 2.20 





1The University of Utah is included as a Mormon college rather than in the governmental group because the 


majority of its students are Mormons. 
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these data also indicate that educa- 
tion has a greater influence on 
fertility than place of residence. 
Regardless of where college gradu- 
ates live, they consistently tend to 
have fewer children than other 
groups in the population.® 

Although graduates of Negro 
colleges reported fewer children 
than graduates of other colleges, 
this cannot be conclusively inter- 
preted as a racial difference in fer- 
tility since only four Negro colleges 
were included in tabulations for 
this category of college: Fisk Uni- 
versity, Tenn., Hampton Institute, 
Va., Shaw University, N. C., and 
Southern University, La. 

Differences in the number of 
children reported by graduates of 
men’s, women’s and coeducational 
colleges were found to be negli- 
gible. A slightly higher proportion 
of graduates who attend coeduca- 
tional colleges marry than do grad- 
uates of either men’s or women’s 
colleges. In all four categories of 
graduates, these differences, though 
small, are consistent. 


COLLEGES AND GRADUATES 
PARTICIPATING IN STUDY 


All colleges enrolling 500 or more 
students and appearing in the Di- 


POPULATION BULLETIN 


53 


rectory of Higher Education* were 
invited to participate in the 1955 
survey, and 178 submitted data. 
Many colleges returned data on 
more than one of the four cate- 
gories of graduates with respect to 
date of graduation and sex. There- 
fore, the total number of colleges 
does not equal the sum of the col- 
leges included in each of the four 
categories. 

This year, 178 participating col- 
leges had a total of 34,704 gradu- 
ates in the classes of 1930 and 1945. 
Of these, 29,494, or 85 percent, 
with known addresses were avail- 
able to the survey. A total of 19,253 
graduates responded to the ques- 
tionnaire. Therefore, this 1955 sur- 
vey includes responses from 65 per- 
cent of available graduates and 55 
percent of all graduates.t Fertility 
and marriage ratios for each of the 
colleges in this year’s survey are 
given in Table VI. 

Since the initiation of the Study 
in 1946, the number of participat- 
ing colleges and graduates has 
fluctuated from year to year, as 
Table IV indicates. The 1954 Col- 
lege Study included a special anal- 
ysis to determine whether and to 
what extent these yearly variations 


*The most recent detailed data on children ever born are found in the 1940 Census. These 
show the following relationships between residence and education among native-born white women 
45-49 years old (whose reproductive span was virtually ended) :* 





School Years —— Average Number of Children per Woman 

Completed Total Northeast North Central South West 
1-4 years 4.33 3.32 3.77 4.73 4.46 
7-8 years 2.78 2.38 2.75 3.42 2.70 
High School: 4 1.75 1,55 1.81 1,93 1.73 
College: 4 1,23 1,13 1.09 1.40 1.42 





+Single women are not included as r 


+ 


since questionnaires are sent only to mar- 





ried female graduates. Those on the address lists as ‘“Miss”, amounting to 11 percent of total 
graduates and 13 percent of graduates with known address, are included in calculations for num- 
ber of children per graduate and married graduates per 100 grduates. 


An undetermined, but very small, proportion of the respondents attended college, but did 


not graduate. 
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may have biased the annual find- 
ings. This compared the fertility 
of graduates of those colleges which 
had participated in the Study for 
most of the 10 years with the rec- 
ords of the colleges participating 
for shorter periods. No consistent 
differences were revealed. 

However, no technique has been 
developed to measure bias caused 
by non-response. If such a bias 
exists, there is no reason to assume 
that it would differ from year to 
year. Hence the secular trends re- 
vealed by the Study should be com- 
parable. 


For a more detailed statement 


of methodology, see the June 1954 
issue of the BULLETIN.' 
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IMPLICATIONS OF COLLEGE 
FERTILITY TRENDS 
That the college graduates repre- 
sent a rather highly selected group 
in terms of native ability is the 
conclusion of the Commission on 
Human Resources and Advanced 
Training.* This Commission’s re- 
port appraises the extent to which 
graduation from college is a selec- 
tive process in these terms: 
The amount of selection at successive 


levels can be shown by giving a series of 
average AGCTTt scores. 


The average of the total population is 
100. 

The average of those who enter high 
school is 105. 

The average of those who graduate 
from high school is 110. 

The average of those who enter college 
is 115. 


Tasce IV: Numeer or ParticipatTino Cotteces AND Grapuates Wirn Known Appress 











1946-55 
Study Total 25-Year Men 25-Year Women 10-Year Men 10-Year Women 
Year Colleges Graduates Colleges Graduates Colleges Graduates Colleges Graduates Colleges Graduates 
1946 62 18,614 33 4,473 34 2,987 32 6,052 41 $,102 
1947 $4 14,524 28 2,884 32 2,360 32 5,453 39 3,827 
1948 lil 30,152 66 6,454 69 4,590 84 11,885 84 7,223 
1949 176 35,513 106 6,845 112 6,107 136 12,470 133 10,091 
1950 210 49,630 142 10,000 138 6,849 171 20,487 173 12,294 
1951 199 41,905 121 8,609 121 6,609 154 16,528 140 10,159 
1952 159 36,324 103 7,272 116 6,763 121 12,420 131 9,869 
1953 179 37,863 121 8,685 125 7,507 129 11,521 140 10,150 
1954 173 30,692 121 8,832 131 7,328 109 5,675 147 8,857 
1955 178 29,494 122 8,140 134 7,689 86 4,704 146 8,961 
TOTAL 324,711 72,194 $8,789 107,195 86,533 





Taste V: Participation or Grapuares, 1955 








Total 25-Year Men 25-Year Women 10-Year Men 10-Year Women 

Total graduates 34,704 9,583 9,191 5,407 10,523 

Graduates with known address 29,494 8,140 7,689 4,704 8,961 

Percent of total 85% 85% 84% 87% 85% 

Responding graduates" 19,253 5,885 4,522 3,337 5,590 
Percent of graduates with 

known address 65% 72% 16% 1% 719% 

Percent of total 55% 61% 49% 62% 52% 





1for women these figures represent only 
female graduates. 


married graduates since questionnaires 


are sent only to married 





*The Commission was appointed by the Conference Board of the Associated Research Coun- 
cits in 1949, with the distinguished psychologist, Dr. Deal Wolfle, as Director of the Professional 


Staff. 


tThe AGCT is the “Army General Cl 


Test,”’ 





excellent measure of the native mental ability. 


pted by the Commission as an @ 
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@ The average of those who graduate 
from college is 121. 

College graduates are a select group. 
Ninety percent of them score above 100 
on the AGCT, which means that 90 per 
cent of college graduates come from the 
upper half of the total population. Half 
of the college graduates score 121 or 
higher on the AGCT; of the total popu- 
lation, only 15 percent score that high. 
Twelve per cent of the college graduates 
score 140 or higher; only 2 per cent of 
the total population do as well. As com- 
pared with the total population, college 
graduates are an intellectually superior 
group. 

Not all college graduates are 
‘*oeniuses,’’ nor do all persons of 
superior intelligence go to college: 

College graduates are also a variable 
group. The geniuses among them are 
mixed with many others of considerably 
lesser ability. In fact a few college grad- 
uates make scores below the average of 
the entire population. There is also vari- 
ation from one school to another, for the 
students at some colleges are much more 
highly selected than those at other col- 
leges.® 

Another important conclusion of 
the Commission was that only a 
fraction of the rising generation 
best qualified for advanced educa- 
tion attend college. Approximately 
1,250 thousand graduated from 
high school each year during the 
period covered by this study. Of 
these, about 24 thousand, or two 
percent of high school graduates, 
had an AGCT score of 145 or above 
and earned high grades. Only 
three-fifths of this top two percent 
actually go to college.” 


Our culture and our nation’s 
future increasingly depend upon 
leaders and technicians with highly 
specialized training so an adequate 


@ back-log of ‘‘native talent’’ is es- 
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sential. In the next generation, the 
greatest concentration of gifted 
youngsters can be expected to 
come from above-average parents, 
whether or not they are college 
graduates. If the fertility of the 
talented group were too low for re- 
placement, there would be grave 
danger that the average competence 
of the population would decline 
over the generations. 

The population of the United 
States is growing rapidly. College 
graduates have participated in the 
upswing of the birth rate, even to a 
greater extent than some of the 
traditionally more fertile portions 
of the population. But they are not 
yet contributing their pro-rata 
share to the quota of next genera- 
tion’s children. 

Shifts in fertility which accentu- 
ate or reduce the sharp differentials 
revealed by the 1940 Census and 
other studies are obviously of 
the greatest importance to the long- 
term welfare of the nation. The 
unique year-by-year assay of the 
fertility trend in one very impor- 
tant sector of the population gives 
the College Study a wider signifi- 
cance than merely scoring repro- 
ductive versatility of a sample of 
the nation’s colleges. The most 
important trend to be observed 
during the first ten years of the 
Study is that the fertility of more 
recent graduates is notably higher 
than that of older graduates. The 
continuation of current trends and 
an eventual equality of reproduc- 
tion throughout the entire popula- 
tion would be very good news a 
generation hence. 
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SOURCES 


For material supplemental to that of 
the College Study, the following sources 
were consulted. The reader is referred to 
them for additional information. Spe- 
cifie text references are given below. 

1. Population Bulletin. ‘‘College Study 
Report’’ 10 (4): 41-56. June 1953. 
United States. Bureau of the Census: 
A. ‘‘Fertility: April, 1947’’ (Current 
Population Reports, Population 
Characteristics, Series P-20, No. 
18). Washington, June 30, 1948. 


ro 


3. ——————. Department of Health, 
Education & Welfare. Office of Edu- 
eation. Education Directory, 1953- 
54. Part 3: Higher Education. Wash- 
ington, 1953. 

Wolfie, D. America’s Resources of 
Specialized Talent: the Report of the 
Commission on Human Resources and 
Advanced Training. New York, Har- 
per & Bros., 1954. 


TEXT REFERENCES 














B. 1940 Census of Population. Dif- 1. Ref. 2A, pp. 5-6, 16; 2. Ref. 2B, Table 
ferential Fertility 1940 and 1910: III; 3. Ref. 2B, Table III; 4. Ref. 3; 
Women by Number of Children 45. Ref. 1; 6. Ref. 4, p. 146; 7. Ref. 4, 
Ever Born. Washington, 1945. p. 175. 

Tasie VI: Fertiriry aND MarriAGe Ratios oF MALE AND FEMALE GRADUATES OF 
Crasses oF 1930 anpv 1945, By Correce 
(a) (b) (c) (4) (Ce) (f) (eg) (Ch) (i) Gj) (k) 
Number of Children 
2. 2 » € #52 &< £3 F 28, 
Bes = z 5 £ ESE & $s ° bso 
83S, SR Exe § OC BBEE SE FSO Se stds 
Saez as EES 8g Mot BES .f MS oe SS58 
<ESS as sts £2 258255 8% «5S $8 SESS 
$253 s# ste ssh Suz sze §2 BL EF Bet? 
2206 College? BO ae26 26 S8520ae 25 CE 26 G2ES 
MALES 

25 YEAR GRADUATES: 122 COLLEGES 
120 Akron, U. of, O. .83 1.11 1.67 75 67 7 51 70 100 
67 Alabama, U. of 1.86 1.90 2.29 98 83 184 55 397 46 
75 Albright, Pa. 1.81 1.81 2.15 100 84 42 74 49 86 
116 ALFRED U., WN. Y. 1.32 1.36 2.13 97 64 40 92 40 100 
29 ANTIOCH, O. 2.16 2.22 2.73 97 81 41 93 41 100 
21 Augsburg, Minn. 2.21 2.82 2.82 79 100 19 74 23 83 
108 AUGUSTANA, ILL. 1.50 1.65 2.36 91 70 27 81 27 100 
35 AUGUSTANA, 8S. DAK. 2.11 2.11 2.35 100 89 23 83 23 100 
95 BAKER U., KANS. 1.64 1.84 2.42 89 76 35 80 40 88 
33 Bates, Me. 2.12 2.16 2.52 98 86 63 79 69 91 
92 BERRY, GA. 1.67 1.90 2.00 88 95 28 86 38 74 

1 BRIGHAM YOUNG U., UTAH 3.47 3.56 3.61 97 99 84 94 105 80 

7 Bucknell U., Pa. 1.94 1.97 2.35 98 84 85 73 96 89 

2 Calvin, Mich. 3.35 3.35 3.83 100 88 55 73 61 90 
73 CARNEGIE INST., PA. 1.82 1.90 2.36 96 81 237 81 326 73 
114 CHICO STATE, CAL. 1.43 1.57 1.94 91 $1 26 88 42 62 
83 CORNELL, IA. 1.7 1.76 2.43 100 72 31 94 34 91 
121 CULVER-STOCKTON, MO. a 238  t28 60 100 10 100 10 100 
48 DEPAUW U., IND. 2.01 2.07 2.38 97 87 133 82 157 85 
31 Dickinson, Pa. 2.13 2.17 2.56 98 85 78 77 78 100 
34 Drake U., Ia. 2.11 2.11 2.37 100 89 98 47 122 80 
20 Duquesne U., Pa. 2.22 2.77 3.02 80 92 81 74 114 71 
118 EARLHAM, IND. 1.23 1.60 2.00 77 80 16 81 16 100 
27 Emory U., Ga. 2.16 2.20 2.44 98 90 82 74 87 94 
96 Evansville, Ind. 1.64 1.64 2.25 100 73 39 56 39 100 
110 Fisk U., Tenn. 1.47 1.75 2.80 84 62 28 68 33 85 
28 Florida, U. of 2.16 2.18 2.42 99 90 132 70 170 78 
44 C. of Forestry, State U. of N. Y. 2.04 2.04 2.28 100 90 61 79 61 100 
105 Franklin, Ind. 1.54 1.59 1.87 96 85 45 62 45 100 
94 FRANKLIN & MARSHALL, PA. 1.65 1.72 2.13 96 81 132 90 132 100 
112 Friends U., Kans. 1.47 1.47 1.83 100 80 19 79 21 90 
47 Furman U., S$. C. 2.02 2.06 2.42 98 85 61 79 76 80 
102 Geneva, Pa. 1.59 1.59 2.08 100 76 34 50 45 76 
72 GETTYSBURG, PA. 1.83 2.02 2.23 91 91 102 93 123 83 
16 Gonzaga U., Wash. 2.32 82.75 3.14 84 &8 30 63 40 75 

8 GOSHEN, IND. 2.79 2.79 3.00 100 93 14 100 14 © 400 

5 Greenville, Ill. 2.86 2.86 3.08 100 93 19 74 20 95 
46 Grinnell, Is. 2.03 2.03 2.27 100 90 46 63 $6 82 
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(a) (b) (c) (d) (e) (f) (es) Gh) Gi) GG) (k) 
@ Number of Children 
con =] i 7 . 
Eo . . g 22822 35 2 as. 
Bes s z 5 & , Fst Og $3 So tee 
S3c% 32 Ewe &§ OC BESS SE FO Se szos 
246s Ss $23 S$. BS5 9285 sa GS BS Ee838 
“Zsa @2 255 “§ EMSStet 22 $= 22 2258 
=38 s# sS2 sS SLESEE FS EL EE BENE 
de ° College? BO ae we ZEOLFK ZEB CR ZO OMNES 
87 Grove City, Pa. 1.72 1.97 2.16 87 91 57 68 65 88 
24 GUILFORD, N. C. 2.19 2.19 2.19 100 100 16 100 17 94 
13 GUSTAVUS ADOLPHUS, MINN. 2.40 2.46 2.81 98 88 50 8 54 93 
32 HAMILTON, N. Y. 2.13 2.23 2.45 96 91 83 83 90 92 
86 Hamline U., Minn. 1.72 1.72 2.39 100 72 37 68 42 88 
99 Hampton Inst., Va. 1.60 1.67 2,35 96 71 57 44 75 76 
97 HANOVER, IND. 1.63 2.07 2.38 79 87 23 83 24 96 
5714*HARVARD U., MASS. 1.93 2.18 2.50 89 87 733 94 739 99 
11 HASTINGS, NEB. 2.42 2.52 2.86 96 88 31 84 35 89 
19 HAVERFORD, PA. 2.22 2.35 2.71 95 87 69 80 69 100 
91 HEIDELBERG, O. 1.68 1.75 2.10 96 83 30 83 31 97 
17 Holy Cross, Mass. 2.25 2.62 3.01 86 87 212 64 230 92 
3 HURON, S. DAK. 3.00 3.00 3.30 100 91 1l 100 14 79 
106 IDAHO, U. of 1.53 1.87 2.32 82 80 118 100 127 93 
40 ILLINOIS 2.06 2.24 2.47 92 91 42 86 44 95 
7 John Carroll U., O. 2.80 3.50 4.12 80 85 48 52 50 96 
$2 JUNIATA, PENN. 1.96 2.10 2.32 93 90 54 83 60 90 
56 Kalamazoo, Mich. 1.94 2.06 2.36 94 88 27 63 31 87 
100 Kansas City, U. of, Mo. 1.60 1.63 2.08 98 78 95 49 95 100 
45 Kenyon, O. 2.04 2.11 2.42 96 87 76 75 86 88 
119 LINCOLN U., PA. 1.18 1.47 1.96 80 75 50 80 64 78 
26 LINFIELD, ORE. 2.17 2.17 2.44 100 89 22 82 27 81 
49 LORAS, IA. 2.00 3.85 4.17 52 92 25 100 45 56 
71 LA. POLYTECHNIC INST. 1.83 1.96 2.29 93 86 30 100 33 91 
6 Loyola U. of L. A., Cal. 2.86 2.86 2.86 100 100 20 70 47 43 
14 Loyola U. of the So., La, 2.40 2.49 3.00 96 83 80 69 96 83 
61 MANCHESTER, IND. 1.91 1.94 2.76 98 70 59 93 59 100 
66 MIAMI U., O. 1.87 1.98 2.43 4 81 113 80 126 90 
113 MICH. C. OF MINING & TECH. 1.45 1.61 2.15 90 75 47 85 47 100 
01 Millikin U., Ill. 1.59 1.59 1.95 100 81 34 79 40 85 
82 Millsaps, Miss. 1.77 1.84 2.00 96 92 39 67 43 91 
117 Mississippi Southern 1.32 1.32 1.61 100 82 29 76 35 83 
115 MISSOURI VALLEY, MO. 1.38 1.47 1.57 94 93 16 100 16 100 
103 Mt. Union, O. 1.58 1.62 1.93 97 84 45 73 $2 87 
84 New Mexico, U. of 1.75 1.81 2.23 96 81 39 72 50 78 
64 NEWARK C. OF ENG., N. J. 1.88 1.88 2.48 100 76 38 87 44 86 
37 NORTH CENTRAL, ILL. 2.10 2.15 2.39 98 90 47 87 50 94 
18 NORWICH U., VT. 2.22 2.22 2.46 100 90 47 87 55 ~~ 85 
68 Occidental, Cal. 1.85 1.93 2.34 96 83 61 79 61 100 
$1 OHIO U. 1.98 2.06 2.31 96 89 125 85 132 95 
74 Ohio Wesleyan U. 1.82 1.87 2.18 97 86 109 66 126 87 
70 Oklahoma, U. ef 1.85 1.91 2.22 97 86 625 54 643 97 
43 OKLAHOMA CITY U. 2.04 2.24 3.13 91 71 27 85 38 71 
65 OTTAWA U., KANS. 1.88 1.88 2.31 100 81 20 80 20 100 
80 OTTERBEIN, 0. 1.78 1.84 238 97 #77 «#39 «82 «43~«(O 
93 OUACHITA BAPTIST, ARK. 1.67 1.80 2.37 93 76 28 96 30 93 
41 Pacific, C. of, Cal. 2.05 2.17 2.29 95 94 26 73 33 79 
54 POMONA, CAL. 1.95 2.05 2.40 95 86 73 81 77 95 
53 Pratt Inst., N. Y. 1.95 2.03 2.34 96 87 242 50 296 82 
10 Providence, R. I. 2.43 2.56 2.82 95 91 98 59 = 103 95 
62 Redlands, U. of, Cal. 1.90 2.11 2.36 90 89 40 78 41 98 
39 Rhode Island, U. of 2.08 2.17 2.36 96 92 76 66 80 95 
89 ROCHESTER INST., N. Y. 1.69 1.95 2.17 87 90 82 82 116 71 
42 St. John’s U., N. Y. 2.04 2.18 2.38 94 92 160 71 175 91 
90 St. Lawrence U., N. Y. 1.68 1.84 2.26 91 81 65 72 74 88 
9 St. Mary’s, Minn. 2.52 3.32 3.32 76 100 48 52 66 73 
122 St. Vincent, Pa. -30 1.50 1.50 20 100 16 62 22 73 
81 South Dakota State 1.78 1.85 2.23 96 83 71 69 «97 ~~ «73 
22 South Dakota, U. of 2.21 2.21 242 100 91 81 £72 + 83 ~ 98 
88 Southwest Missouri St. 1.71 1.78 200 96 89 46 61 587. 8 
111 Southwestern at Memphis, Tenn. 1.47 1.79 2.27 82 79 25 68 29 86 
79 Southwestern U., Tex. 1.79 1.92 2.08 93 92 20 70 47. 43 
85 STEVENS INST. OF TECH., N. J. 1.72 1.82 2.08 95 87 58 100 58 100 
98 Thiel, Pa. 1.62 1.70 2.27 95 75 30 70 34 88 
78 Trinity, Conn. 1.79 1.97 2.36 91 83 45 73 45 100 
6 fal Stee 1.93 1.98 221 97 90 140 79 181 93 
36 U. S. MILITARY ACAD., N. Y. 2.10 2.13 2.38 99 89 179 86 241 74 
4 UTAH, U. of 2.89 2.94 3.19 98 92 143 82 264 54 
23 VANDERBILT U., TENN. 219 2.27 256 96 89 103 82 119 87 
$4 Weshburn U. of Tepeke, Kane. 1.54 1.82 222 85 82 35 7% 39 90 
12 Woshington, Bad. 241 241 250 100 97 SO s8 $1 98 
38 Washington & Jefferson, Pa. 2.08 2.11 2.39 99 88 136 62 157 87 
76 West Virginia Wesleyan 1.80 1.80 2.25 100 80 26 77 28 93 
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(a) (b) (c) (4) (eo) (f) (> Ch) GQ GQ) (Ck) 
Number of Children @ 
ots ad oe . 
. as i 
2: 2 » g 2222 es F 38. 
sty 2 © Be theat Bf oc. can 
Ege% a2 Ets & Gof8s2 52 ao SE 8288 
<255 Es 323 S. BeS285 34 3S BS Sess 
4233 SB 78s “8 Bs 53% Ge 8- 83 BETE 
2 = 3 - a = = = es 
is66 College® es £36 $2 386262 25 cB 26 ceks 
109 WESTERN MARYLAND 1.48 1.54 1.95 97 79 34 85 43 79 
60 Western Reserve U., O. 1.91 1.99 2.19 96 91 «168 48 «171 98 
63 Western State C. of Colo. 1.90 1.90 2.11 100 90 15 67 19 79 
69 Westminster, Pa. 1.85 1.85 2.08 100 89 45 60 48 94 
15 WHEATON, ILL. 2.36 2.36 2.69 100 88 39 85 41 95 
77 Whitman, Wash. 1.80 1.89 2.12 95 89 34 59 40 85 
50 WILLAMETTE U., ORE. 2.00 2.00 2.33 100 86 24 88 28 86 
107 William Jewell, Mo. 1.52 1.52 1.95 100 78 45 60 48 94 
55 Wittenberg, O. 1.94 1.94 216 100 90 «105 66 «124 85 
30 Wofford, S. C. 2.15 2.34 2.58 92 91 72 67 72 100 
59 WOOSTER, C. of, O. 1.92 2.31 2.51 83 92 77 =100 78 99 
25 Wyoming, U. of 2.17 2.22 2.49 98 89 67 70 se 76 
122 COLLEGES 1.97 2.09 2.43 94 86 8140 72 9583 85 
10 YEAR GRADUATES: 86 COLLEGES 
69 Akron, U. of, O. 1.33 1.60 1.78 83 90 44 27 44 100 
76 Alabama, U. of 1.25 1.56 2.08 80 75 36 56 97 37 
17 ALBRIGHT, PA. 2.08 2.08 3.12 100 67 15 80 15 100 
21 Alfred U., N. Y. 2.00 2.00 2.25 100 89 12 75 14 86 
34 ANTIOCH, O. 1.82 1.94 2.38 94 81 17 100 17 100 
45 BATES, ME. 1.70 1.91 2.03 89 94 42 88 44 95 
1 BRIGHAM YOUNG U., UTAH 2.94 2.94 3.13 100 94 32. «100 47 68 
18 Bucknell U., Pa. 2.03 2.03 2.30 100 88 45 76 45 100 
5 Calvin, Mich. 2.38 2.38 2.82 100 85 18 72 21 86 
65 Carnegie Inst., Pa. 1.39 1.52 1.90 92 80 136 72 6a? 77 
55 CORNELL, IA. 1.60 1.68 2.13 95 79 22 91 22 +100 
72 DePauw U., Ind. 1.29 1.48 2.07 88 71 34 71 37 92 
22 Drake U., Ia. 2.00 2.00 2.44 100 82 25 44 27 93 
57 DUQUESNE U., PA. 1.55 2.43 2.43 64 100 13 85 14 93 j 
43 EARLHAM, IND. 1.73 1.90 2.11 91 90 12 92 12 100 
66 EMORY U., GA. 1.38 1.67 2.12 83 79 61 85 62 98 
41 EVANSVILLE, IND. 1.75 2.00 2.15 88 93 17 94 17 100 
27 ‘Fenn, O. 1.92 1.92 2.27 100 85 17 76 19 89 
63 Plorida, U. of 1.44 1.44 2.12 100 68 36 69 67 54 
59 FRANKLIN & MARSHALL, PA. 1.50 1.72 1.95 87 nd 97 89 97 100 
79 FURMAN U., S. C. 1.19 1.39 1.68 85 83 32 84 39 82 
53 Gettysburg, Pa. 1.61 1.81 2.07 89 88 24 75 31 77 
6 GOSHEN, IND. 2.33 2.33 «2.58 100 90 23 91 23 +100 
13 GREENVILLE, ILL. 2.12 2.12 2.43 100 88 20 80 21 95 
49 GUSTAVUS ADOLPHU6, MINN. 1.64 1.92 2.09 86 92 17 82 18 94 
80 Hamilton, N. Y. 1.18 1.49 1.76 80 85 67 73 69 97 
75'4*Harvard U., Mase. 1.27 1.60 2.00 80 80 1038 66 1041 100 
64 HAVERFORD, PA. 1.41 1.80 2.16 78 84 96 81 96 100 
44 Holy Cross, Mass. 1.71 2.34 2.54 73 92 120 —_— 95 
78 ILLINOIS 1.21 1.55 2.12 79 73 14 100 14 100 
19 Kansas City, U. of, Mo. 2.03 2.28 2.47 89 92 110 66 «134 82 
54 Kenyon, O. 1.61 1.91 2.10 84 91 55 69 63 87 
£4 Lincoln U., Pa. 60 = i 80 62 14 71 16 88 
86 LORAS, IA. ae 1.33 2.00 12 67 24 100 28 86 
15 Loyola U. of the South, La. 2.10 2.24 2.59 94 87 82 59 91 90 
11 MANCHESTER, IND. 2.13 2.13 2.29 100 93 15 100 15 100 
60 Miami U., Ohio 1.50 1.67 2.14 90 78 36 56 42 86 
26 MICH. C. OF MIN. & TECH. 1.93 2.08 2.28 93 92 15 93 15 100 
75 Millsaps, Miss. 1.27. 1.86 1.78 $2 89 14 79 14 100 
39 New Mexico, U. of 1.78 1.90 2.38 94 80 48 67 55 87 
73 Newark C. of Eng., N. J. 1.29 1.43 1.74 90 82 45 69 55 82 
14 NORTH CENTRAL, ILL. 2.11 2.24 2.38 94 94 22 82 22 «100 
20 Norwich U., Vt. 2.02 2.07 2.35 98 88 59 73 64 92 
70 Occidental, Cal. 1.30 1.54 2.05 85 75 50 66 53 94 
31 Ohio U. 1.87 2.18 2.39 87 90 38 61 39 97 
42 Ohio Wesleyan U. 1.73 2.00 2.36 87 85 49 61 $1 %6 
32 Oklahoma, U. of 1.86 2.11 2.25 88 94 «6250 76 295 85 
16 OKLAHOMA CITY U. 2.10 2.33 2.33 90 100 12 83 15 80 
28 Olivet Nazarene, Ill. 1.92 1.92 2.18 100 88 32 78 39 82 
35 OTTERBEIN, O. 1.81 2.07 2.64 88 79 18 89 19 95 
°3 + Quachita Baptist, Ark. 2.00 2.00 2.00 100 100 24 62 24 «100 
37 Pomona, Cal. 1.79 1.92 2.08 93 92 18 78 20 90 
77 Pratt Inst., N. ¥. 1.25 1.43 2.22 88 64 44 36 53 83 
$2 Providence, R. I. 1.00 1.71 2.00 58 86 31 39 34 91 ; 
81 Queens, N. Y. 17 £35 208 OF S 0 7 @ . 3 4 
74 Redlands, U. of, Cal. 1.29 1.50 1.80 86 83 21 67 2s 84 
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56 Rhode Island, U. of 1.57 1.94 2.06 81 94 70 35 86 
40 St. John’s U., N. Y. 1.76 1.94 2.22 91 87 50 68 75 67 
38 St. Lawrence U., N. Y. 1.79 2.08 2.27 86 92 21 67 27 78 
30 St. Mary’s, Minn. 1.88 2.20 2.41 85 91 =—-:108 38 «= «138 78 
85 ST. VINCENT, PA. 60 1.50 2.25 40 67 17 88 22 77 
7 San Jose State, Cal. 2.30 2.30 2.30 100 100 16 62 53 30 
71 Siena, N. Y. 1.30 1.44 2.17 90 67 13 77 13 100 
61 South Dakota, U. of 1.50 1.71 2.18 88 79 41 39 43 95 
58 STEVENS INST. OF TECH., N. J. 1.52 1.68 2.03 91 83 96 100 96 100 
47 Trinity, Conn. 1.67 1.96 2.29 85 86 43 77 43 100 
50 Tufts, Mass. 1.64 1.90 2.16 87 88 359 66 359 100 
24 Tulsa, U. of, Okla. 2.00 2.00 2.00 100 100 26 54 29 +) 
25 U.S. MILITARY ACAD., N. Y. 1.95 2.08 2.32 94 89 717 81 852 84 
10 UTAH, U. of 2.17 2.47 2.80 88 88 71 82 90 79 
67 Vanderbilt U., Tenn. 1.37 1.58 2.04 87 78 128 65 132 97 
2 WARTBURG, IA. 2.48 2.48 2.48 100 100 22 95 22 «100 
12 Washburn U. of Topeka, Kans. 2.13 2.29 2.46 93 93 24 62 27 89 
29 Washington, Md. 1.91 2.10 2.10 91 100 32 34 36 89 
48 Washington & Jefferson, Pa. 1.65 1.79 2.10 92 85 136 65 = 183 74 
46 Washington Missionary, D. C 1.69 1.69 2.33 100 72 49 59 49 100 
8 West Virginia Wesleyan 2.20 2.44 3.14 90 78 13 77 13 100 
51 Western Maryland 1.64 1.64 2.25 100 73 19 58 21 90 
36 Western Reserve U., O. 1.79 1.79 2.10 100 85 104 33. (107 97 
3 WHEATON, ILL. 2.44 2.54 2.77 96 92 59 85 61 7 
52 Whitman, Wash. 1.64 2.00 2.00 82 100 20 55 21 95 
4 Willamette U., Ore. 2.40 2.40 2.67 100 90 18 56 34 $3 
33 William Jewell, Mo. 1.86 2.05 2.17 90 95 30 70 30 100 
9 Wittenberg, O. 2.20 3.14 3.14 70 100 17 59 19 89 
62 Wofford, S. C. 1.48 1.59 1.92 94 83 60 52 60 100 
68 WOOSTER, C. of, O. 1.37 1.87 2.15 73 87 41 100 41 100 
83 Wyoming, U. of 1.00 1.00 2.00 100 50 21 48 26 81 











86 COLLEGES 1.73 1.95 2.25 89 87 4704 71 $407 87 
FEMALES® 

25-YEAR GRADUATES: 134 COLLEGES 
66 Adelphi, N. Y. 1.31 1.82 2.04 72 89 104 7:6 A 7 
63 Akron, U. of, O. 1.32 1.72 2.38 77 72 90 26 90 =6100 
117 Alabama, U. of 91 1,38 1.93 66 71 80 79 =167 48 
92 ALBRIGHT, PA. 1,15 1.61 2.07 71 78 28 90 29 97 
78 ALFRED U., N. Y. 1.24 1.38 1.93 90 71 29 81 30 97 
6 ANTIOCH, O. 2.01 2.14 2.31 94 93 16 93 18 89 
113 AUGSBURG, MINN. -94 1.12 1.50 83 75 12 80 12 100 
129 AUGUSTANA, ILL. 68 1.09 2.00 62 55 21 85 21 100 
25 AUGUSTANA, S. DAK. 1.59 1.80 2.57 88 70 26 87 26 =—100 
106 Aurora, Ill. 1.05 1.17 1.40 90 83 10 67 10 §=©100 
93 Baker U., Kans. 1.15 1.62 1.88 71 86 55 74 56 98 
33 BATES, ME. 1.51 1.67 2.34 91 71 53 94 55 96 
15 BERRY, GA. 1.76 2.07 2.21 85 93 20 88 30 67 
1 BRIGHAM YOUNG U., UTAH 2.75 2.86 3.32 96 86 50 92 75 67 
86 BUCKNELL U., PA. 1.17 1.64 1.98 71 83 90 83 102 88 
97 CARNEGIE INST. OF TECH., PA, 1.11 1.68 2.06 66 81 150 82 196 77 
105 CHICO STATE, CAL. 1.06 2.00 2.29 53 88 17 89 61 28 
4 CLARKE, IA. 2.16 3.38 3.86 64 88 25 100 29 86 
36 CORNELL, IA. 1.48 2.00 2.31 74 87 50 81 52 96 
125 CULVER-STOCKTON, MO. 75 82 1.50 92 55 12 100 12 100 
26 DePauw U., Ind. 1.58 1.86 2.16 85 86 140 79 «148 9 
114 DICKINSON, PA. -93 1.38 2.07 68 67 34 91 35 97 
76 Drake U., Ia. 1.25 1.66 2.52 75 66 197 26 486230 86 
134 Duquesne U., Pa. 36 = 1.25 1,67 29 75 21 67 27 78 
43 EARLHAM, IND. 1.45 1.93 2.42 75 80 44 91 44 100 
52 EMMANUEL, MASS. 1.39 2.87 3.42 48 84 64 100 66 97 
71 Emory U., Ga. 1.27 2.00 2.44 64 82 22 79 23 96 
131 EVANSVILLE, IND. 49 88 1.75 56 50 18 80 18 100 
103 Fisk U., Tenn. 1.08 1.26 1.89 86 67 49 64 50 98 
85 Florida State U. 118 1.46 2.08 81 70 162 72 «221 73 
12 FONTBONNE, MO. 1.88 3.38 4.50 56 75 18 80 18 100 
108 FRANKLIN, IND. 1.02 1.16 1.69 88 68 26 83 27 96 
127 FRIENDS U., KANS. BS 1060S 0.97 63 74 30 = 100 30 = 100 


80 FURMAN U., S. C. : J 
39 Geneva, Pa. 1.46 2.19 2.92 67 75 48 50 66 73 
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(a) (b) (c) (dd) (e) (f) (eg) Ch) Cid) Gi) (ke) 
Number of Children 
bg Py S bs 33 Ze. .) #3 
Sue » & 3 =a 6 < 2s = = 8 te 
Bes = z 5 2 o Se. ae 2 9 tsz 
are St Eve § SC BeSE SE Lo Se gece 
<ES§ 2s ses Se 285852 8% «8 8S 8585 
aZzze a so ™S Eexzu sett 2-2 = 22 sis 
aZnus Ss s&s oo anf sae ES a Ean ac vs 
- xh a had oo oa SESe&a se S Ss6 BESe 
“2200 College® BG Ae2O Be SLOOMAZ ZE CR ZO OMNES 
98 Ga. State C. for Women 1.09 1.41 2.12 77 67 132 62 181 73 
14 Gettysburg, Pa. 1.82 1.82 2.50 100 73 17 65 18 94 
50 GOSHEN, IND. 1.39 2.25 2.45 62 92 21 9 21 100 
49 GOUCHER, MD. 1.40 1.74 2.06 80 85 186 83 210 89 
89 Greenville, Ill. 1.16 1.70 2.83 68 60 22 67 23 96 
104 Grinnell, Ia. 1.07 1.41 1.95 75 72 61 63 76 80 
24 GROVE CITY, PA. 1.60 1.85 2.18 86 85 44 87 4a 100 
128 GUILFORD, N. C. .69 -79 1.57 88 50 17 93 17 100 
95 GUSTAVUS ADOLPHUS, MINN. 1.14 1.48 2.15 77 69 43 88 47 91 
99 Hamline U., Minn. 1.09 1.57 2.00 69 79 36 56 38 95 
133 Hampton Inst., Va. 42 on 2.00 59 35 56 $2 69 81 
51 Hanover, Ind 1.39 1.62 2.60 86 62 14 67 14 100 
8 HASTINGS, NEB. 1.95 2.18 2.47 89 88 19 100 23 83 
75 HEIDELBERG, O. 1.25 1.70 2.12 74 80 42 97 42 100 
82 HOOD, MD. 1.20 1.50 1.95 80 77 75 80 78 96 
17 HURON, S. DAK. 1.71 2.40 2.57 71 93 21 100 24 88 
81 Idaho, C. of 1.21 1.88 2.14 65 88 17 73 17 100 
58 Idaho, U. of 1.37 1.57 2.02 87 78 79 78 83 95 
132 ILLINOIS 47 75 1.20 62 62 16 80 16 100 
101 Jackson, Mass. 1.08 1.35 1.84 80 74 55 77 59 93 
62 JUNIATA, PENN. 1.33 1.76 2.32 76 76 41 94 48 85 
73 KALAMAZOO, MICH. 1.26 1.47 2.20 86 67 21 83 21 100 
7 LINFIELD, ORE. 2.00 2.00 2.33 100 86 15 93 19 79 
87 Loretto Heights, Colo. 1.17 1.40 2.33 83 60 12 50 14 86 
56 LA. POLYTECHNIC INST. 1.38 1.49 1.87 93 79 42 100 54 78 
130 LOYOLA U. OF THE SOUTH, LA. 59 2.25 3.00 26 75 19 80 49 39 
7 MACMURRAY, ILL. 1.26 1.72 2.17 73 79 41 97 41 100 
35 MANCHESTER, IND. 1.49 1.70 2.58 88 66 90 100 94 96 
54 MARYMOUNT, N. Y. 1.39 2.22 2.50 62 89 32 90 37 86 
47 MEREDITH, N. C. 1.40 1.72 2.00 81 86 80 100 80 100 
102 Miami U., Ohio 1.08 1.56 2.14 69 73 175 79 216 81 
91 Millikin U., Ill. 1.15 1,33 2.00 86 67 22 79 24 92 
45 Mills, Calif. 1.41 1.75 2.02 81 87 93 71 102 91 
118 Millsaps, Miss. 88 1.00 1.79 88 56 42 «68 42 ~= «100 
119 Mississippi Southern 85 1.25 1.67 68 75 25 71 71 35 
61 MISSOURI VALLEY, MO. 1,33 1.50 2.00 89 75 18 100 20 90 
23 MT. ST. VINCENT, N. Y. 1.61 2.74 2.97 59 92 114 98 129 88 
44 Mt. Union, O. 1.44 1.74 2.22 83 78 35 79 41 85 
116 NAZARETH, KY. -92 2.60 3.25 35 80 17 83 19 89 
60 New Mexico, U. of 1.36 1.70 2.32 80 73 55 68 69 80 
5 New Rochelle, C. of, N. Y. 2.09 2.11 2.61 99 81 107 78 122 88 
46 North Central, Ill. 1.41 1.84 2.19 76 84 $1 79 $1 100 
74 Occidental, Cal. 1.26 1.63 2.33 77 70 52 75 54 96 
90 Ohio U. 1.15 1.64 2.10 70 78 185 71 189 98 
27 Ohio Wesleyan U. 1.57 1.84 2.21 85 83 190 64 206 92 
94 Oklahoma, U. of 1.14 1.44 1.93 79 75 344 58 350 98 
84 Oklahoma City U. 1.18 1.48 1.90 80 78 50 68 64 78 
107 Oklahoma C. for Women 1.03 1.41 2.15 73 66 77 73 86 90 
34 OLIVET NAZARENE, ILL. 1.50 1.50 2.40 100 62 8 100 8 100 
68 OTTAWA U., KANS. 1.30 1.78 1.95 73 91 37 85 38 97 
22 OTTERBEIN, O. 1.63 2.03 2.52 80 81 45 86 46 98 
41 Ouachita Baptist, Ark. 1.45 1.56 2.55 93 61 30 64 32 94 
29 PACIFIC, C. OP, CAL. 1.54 1.71 2.07 90 82 41 92 57 72 
38 Pacific U., Ore. 1.46 1.62 2.33 90 69 21 68 21 100 
28 PANHANDLE A & M., OKLA. 1.56 2.00 2.80 78 71 9 100 12 75 
48 PENN. C. FOR WOMEN 1.40 1.91 2.22 73 86 64 91 65 98 
16 POMONA, CAL. 1.76 1.94 2.42 91 80 85 84 86 99 
37 RANDOLPH-MACON, VA. 1.47 1.89 2.09 78 90 116 80 125 93 
20 REDLANDS, U. OF, CAL. 1.69 1.83 2.20 92 83 $1 89 51 100 
83 Rhode Island, U. of 1.20 1.71 2.18 70 79 30 67 32 94 
59 ROCHESTER INST., N. Y. 1.37 1.69 2.08 81 81 21 94 34 62 
10 ROSARY, ILL. 1.91 3.18 4.50 60 71 35 81 37 95 
30 St. Elizabeth, C. of, N. J. 1.54 2.13 2.64 72 81 65 66 73 89 
77 + +St. Lawrence U., N. Y. 1.25 1.84 2.19 68 84 65 70 69 94 
3 ST. MARY’S, IND. 2.24 2.97 3.28 76 91 45 94 46 98 
120 ST. ROSE, C. OF, N. Y. 83 1.45 2.29 57 64 42 92 44 95 
111 SAN JOSE STATE, CAL. .97 1.11 1.82 87 61 46 90 396 12 
124 Shaw U., N. C .77 1.00 1.80 77 56 30 39 35 86 
42 SIMMONS, MASS. 1.45 1.83 2.23 79 82 202 94 211 96 
15 South Dakota, U. of 1.31 1.69 2.00 78 85 67 75 67 100 
79 South Dakota State 1.23 1.39 1.92 89 72 35 58 42 83 
121 SOUTHWEST MISSOURI ST. 82 1.31 1.64 63 80 67 83 110 61 
40 S. W. AT MEMPHIS, TENN. 1.45 2.00 2.31 73 87 22 94 24 92 
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(a) (b) (c) (ad) ca @ @ &® @ @ ©&) 
Number of Children 
o 3s 7 » 
2. 3 ~ 4 seh f= 5 2 €¢. 
2°25 S$ ¢ = £ | Beste Sc $8 Sf BE2 
re Bt tze g§ S_BBcs ce of SE Bece 
<6e5$ Sa S23 - tSs ae ou -S # &§cSs 
4233 S283 “2 E-ab2E t2 #- 23 323 
P-} s& sé Sa Sb S = & = ee = + & 
aste¢ College? ao £26 &£h& S8OSCe 2B GCE 26 GNSS 
109 Southwestern U., Tex. 1.01 1.22 1.57 82 78 17 64 0 34 
32 Sterling, Kans. 1.52 2.00 3.33 76 60 21 62 21 100 
11 SWEET BRIAR, VA. 1.88 2.02 2.24 9 90 76 84 85 
112 Tenn. Polytechnic Inst. -96 1.25 2.50 76 50 17 62 17 100 
67 Thiel, Pa. 1.30 1.91 2.62 68 73 22 73 25 8 
31 TRINITY, D. C. 1,53 2.45 2.98 62 82 93 88 99 94 
53 Tulsa, U. of, Okla . 1.39 1.56 2.33 89 67 28 72 46 61 
2 Utah, U. of 2.44 2.82 3.11 86 91 154 72 166 93 
123 Valdosta State, Ga. Bi 83 1.88 92 44 26 75 26 100 
9 Vanderbilt U., Tenn. 1.91 2.15 2.64 89 81 46 66 $1 90 
96 WASHBURN U., TOPEKA, KANS. 1.11 1.53 2.00 73 76 55 85 59 93 
110 Washington, Md. 1.00 1.15 1.88 87 62 23 65 25 92 
122 WEST VIRGINIA WESLEYAN of 1.36 2.14 $7 64 23 85 23 100 
64 WESTERN C. FOR WOMEN, O. 1.32 1.55 2.06 85 75 54 96 60 90 
88 WESTERN MARYLAND 1.16 1.43 1.92 81 74 54 80 60 90 
55 Western Reserve U., O. 1.38 1.93 2.30 72 84 139 67 139 100 
126 Western St. C. of Colo. .74 1.14 1.60 65 71 17 64 23 74 
18 Westminster, Pa. 1.70 2.00 2.19 85 91 53 76 53 100 
57 Wheaton, Ill. 1.38 2.19 2.59 63 84 65 78 72 90 
19 Whitman, Wash. 1.69 1.82 2.22 93 82 43 70 44 98 
13 WILLAMETTE U., ORE. 1.87 2.12 2.29 88 92 34 87 51 67 
115 WILLIAM JEWELL, MO. 93 1.71 2.42 55 71 33 94 33 100 
100 Wittenberg, O. 1.09 1.48 1.92 74 77 91 72 110 83 
69 Woman’s U. of N. C. 1.30 1.69 2.11 77 80 234 78 279 84 
21 WOOSTER, C. OF, O. 1.65 1.95 2.14 85 91 80 82 86 93 
70 Wyoming, U. of 1.29 1.50 1.88 86 80 49 71 65 75 
134 COLLEGES 1.36 1.77 2.25 77 79 7689 76 9191 84 
FEMALES® 
10-YEAR GRADUATES: 146 COLLEGES 
83 Adelphi, N. Y¥. 1.38 2 68 96 62 $5 106 58 
117 A.M. & N., ARK. 1.12 1 79 76 24 89 31 77 
58 AKRON, U. OF, O. 1.56 1 89 78 62 82 62 100 
112 Alabama, U. of 1.17 1 65 84 159 73 337 47 
53 Albright, Pa. 1.59 1 91 96 35 72 35 100 
37 ALFRED U., N. Y. 1.68 2 84 87 31 88 31 100 
28 ANTIOCH, O. 1.72 2 84 88 63 92 63 100 
43 Augsburg, Minn. 1.67 1 100 89 «#41606«©6860—C(C<‘CTsti (até 
137 Augustana, Ill. 92 1 65 79 37 79 37 100 
85 AUGUSTANA, 8S. DAK. 1.37 1 84 79 25 90 25 100 
16 Aurora, Ill. 1.82 2 70 100 10 71 10 100 
120 BAKER U., KANS. 1.09 1 68 93 25 88 25 100 
96 BATES, ME. 1.28 a 81 75 63 94 63 100 
145 Bennett, N. C. -66 1. 66 65 79 38 84 94 
125 BERRY, GA. 1.02 1 75 71 20 93 21 9s 
1$ BRIGHAM YOUNG U., UTAH 1.84 2 89 83 66 90 93 71 
69 BUCKNELL U., PA. 1.49 3. 78 85 118 87 121 98 
3 Calvin, Mich. 2.10 2 86 89 43 49 44 98 
90 CARNEGIE INST. OF TECH., PA. 1.30 1 71 88 124 86 154 81 
99 CENTRAL, IA. 1.26 1 80 86 10 88 10 =100 
51 CHICO STATE, CAL. 1.60 2. 65 85 20 100 38 53 
13 CLARKE, IA. 1.84 2 
48 CORNELL, IA. 1.62 1 88 83 56 98 56 100 


142 CULVER-STOCKTON, MO. 79 
20 DePauw U., Ind. 
86 Dickinson, Pa. 

141 Drake U., Ia. .87 


w d0 
ao 


109 Duquesne U., Pa. 1.18 60 78 89 68 100 89 

7 EARLHAM, IND. 1.44 84 81 38 97 38 =: 100 
119 EMMANUEL, MASS. 1.09 50 87 109 100 109 100 
134 EVANSVILLE, IND. 95 78 61 40 =100 40 =©100 
135 FENN, O. 95 89 67 18 94 19 95 


122 Fisk U., Tenn. 

82 Florida State U. 

75 FONTBONNE, MO. 

$9 Franklin, Ind. 

56 FRIENDS U., KANS. 
105 FURMAN U., S. C. 

128 Geneva, Pa. 

101 Ga. State C. for Women 
103 GETTYSBURG, PA. 1.24 
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Jun 
(a) (b) (c) (d) (e) (f) (e) (Ch) Gi) GG) (ke) > = 
Number of Children e « 
7 (a) 
So 4 . a 
2 é se & fe £5 2 48 
= te Cy es a] Ss tls =e. 
Sos & ¢ £ FE , fst Sc ge S sz 
co o < a 4 a -“ ~ tA 
eRe st Ev: 2  ofbsa cf aS S8 898 ? 
<E55 os 25 Se SSSsHE;: 8% so BS SESS Boy 
“233 “3 783 “6 G-3 532 2 #2 £2 2273 4. 
2 ££ £ SE ete = iB} -» Foe e se 
2266 College? 85 $25 88 385562 25 S2 26 5236 Zee 
42s 
72 GOSHEN, IND. 1.48 2.07 2.38 71 87 21 100 22 95 S <4 
30 GOUCHER, MD. 1.70 1.96 2.18 87 90 106 8 112 95 “mat 
113 GREENVILLE, ILL. 1.15 1.62 2.17 71 75 24 94 24 100 
23 Grinnell, Ia. 1.76 2.00 2.56 88 78 42 62 $1 82 
123 Grove City, Pa. 1.03 1.35 1.59 76 85 55 62 $$ 100 
89 GUILFORD, N. C. 1.31 1.40 1.75 94 80 16 100 16 100 
27 Gustavus Adolphus, Minn. 1.74 2.06 2.06 85 100 26 77 29 90 
65 HAMLINE U., MINN. 1,52 1.65 2.22 92 74 40 84 41 98 
130 HAMPTON INST., VA. 1.00 1.15 1.72 87 67 31 100 =:130 24 
140 HASTINGS, NEB. -88 1.43 2.00 62 71 13 88 15 87 
57 HEIDELBERG, O. 1.56 1.89 2.21 82 86 34 100 35 97 
108 Hofstra, N. Y. 1.18 1.62 1.86 72 88 29 76 $1 57 
136 HOLY NAMES, C. OF THE, CAL. .93 1.44 2.17 64 67 28 100 28 100 
9 HOOD, MD. 1.92 2.15 2.26 89 95 7 91 76 
5 Idaho, U. of 2.05 2.25 2.57 91 88 34 $2 85 40 
100 ILLINOIS 1.25 2.14 2.14 58 §6100 12 100 12 100 
39 Immaculate Heart, Cal. 1.68 2.42 2.64 69 92 49 71 57 86 
47 JACKSON, MASS, 1.63 2.15 2.44 76 88 66 82 89 74 
$0 Juniata, Pa. 1.61 1.81 2.14 89 85 37 79 39 95 
4 KALAMAZOO, MICH. 2.09 2.22 2.31 94 96 34 84 34 100 
132 Kansas City, U. of .97 1.12 2.00 86 56 65 45 74 88 
60 LINFIELD, ORE. 1.54 1.80 2.25 86 80 14 83 18 78 
26 LORETTO HEIGHTS, COLO. 1.74 2.62 2.62 67 100 21 93 21 100 
88 LA. POLYTECHNIC INST. 1.35 1.50 1.95 90 77 #117 «100 )=—«145 81 
116 LOYOLA U. OF THE SOUTH, LA. 1.13 1.92 2.18 59 88 51 83 72 71 
93 MACMURRAY, ILL. 1.29 = 1.63 1.91 79 86 89 90 89 100 
133 MANCHESTER, IND. 96 1.29 1.88 74 69 47 ~=100 47 ~=100 
19 MARYMOUNT, N. Y. 1.80 2.40 2.52 75 95 $6 100 57 98 
94 MEREDITH, N. C. 1.28 1.56 1.85 82 84 85 106 85 100 
111 Miami U., Ghio 1.17 1.83 2.24 64 82 «189 73 «214 88 
35 MILLIKIN U., ILL. 169 1.90 2.11 89 90 35 100 36 97 
55 MILLS, CAL. 1.58 1.77 2.34 89 76 83 84 88 94 
95 Millsaps, Miss. 1.28 1.52 1.78 84 86 38 66 38 = 100 
118 MISSISSIPPI SOUTHERN 1.09 1.42 1.76 77 81 39 87 73 $3 
6 MISSOURI VALLEY, MO. 2.04 2.33 2.80 88 83 8 86 8 100 
121 Morris Harvey, W. Va. 1.08 1.33 2.00 81 67 42 35 42 100 
81 MT. ST. VINCENT, C. OF, N. Y. See ae 65 85 68 89 70 97 = 
67 MT. UNION, O. 1.51 1.61 1.96 94 82 34 88 37 92 
139 Nazareth, Ky. 89 2.14 3.00 42 71 24 70 25 96 oe 
41 New Mexico, U. of 1.68 1.86 2.17 90 86 41 76 $1 80 14 
73 NEW ROCHELLE, C. OP, N. Y. 1.47 2.30 2.52 64 91 160 80 169 95 2¢ 
34 NORTH CENTRAL, ILL. 1.70 2.17 2.60 78 83 46 83 46 100 Sd 
76 Occidental, Cal. 1.45 1.86 2.09 78 89 109 75 111 98 
110 OHIO U. 1.17 1.70 2.08 69 82 216 88 216 100 
63 Ohio Wesleyan U. 1.53 1.73 2.06 88 84 135 70 145 93 
91 Oklahoma, U. of 1.29 1.85 2.23 70 83 413 43 480 86 4] 
24 Oklahoma City U. 1.76 2.15 2.55 82 85 22 72 31 71 
114 OKLAHOMA C. FOR WOMEN 1.15 1.63 2.24 71 73 75 96 78 96 
54 Olivet Nazarene, Ill. 1 ar 6 73 100 15 55 20 75 bd 
21 OTTAWA U., KANS. Fe ae 82 92 17 93 19 89 
71 OTTERBEIN, O. 1,48 1.76 2.12 84 83 38 91 38 100 
14 OUACHITA BAPTIST, ARK. 1.84 1.92 2.19 96 88 25 100 25 100 6 
62 PACIFIC, C. OF THE, CAL. 1:53 2.00 2.37 77 84 47 89 64 73 
1 Pacific U., Ore. 2.40 2.67 3.00 90 89 20 50 20 =100 
143. PANHANDLE A & M, OKLA. 79 1.22 1.83 64 67 14 100 1s 93 
78 PENN. C. FOR WOMEN 1.44 1.73 1.96 83 88 65 96 68 96 
61 POMONA, CAL. 1.54 1.83 2.08 84 88 87 81 87 100 
97 QUEENS, N. Y. 1.28 1.58 1.85 81 85 152 83 216 70 
38 RANDOLPH-MACON, VA. 168 1.98 2.13 85 93 132 87 134 99 
46 RFDLANDS, U. OP, CAL. 1.66 2.04 2.30 81 89 64 87 64 100 
31 RHODE ISLAND, U. OF 1.70 1.86 2.16 91 86 35 91 50 70 
92 Rochester Inst. of Tech., N. Y. 1.29 2.00 2.30 65 87 48 74 65 74 
10 ROSARY, ILL. 1.92 2.61 2.84 73 92 101 R4 102 99 
32 St. Elizabeth, C. of, N. J. 1.70 2.33 2.65 73 88 81 71 89 91 
104 St. John’s U., N. Y. 1,23 1.85 2.03 67 91 75 66 75 100 
102 ST. LAWRENCE U., N. Y. 1.24 1.53 2.04 81 75 48 92 56 86 
2 ST. MARY’S, IND. 2.21 2.62 2.94 84 89 44 100 44 100 
129 ST. ROSE, C. OF, N. Y. 1.00 1.36 1.83 74 74 61 87 61 100 
7 St. Xavier, Il. 2.02 2.87 3.07 70 94 61 42 65 94 
84 SAN JOSE STATE, CAL. 1.38 1.82 2.22 76 82 103 86 260 40 
146 Shaw U., N. C. 46 1.06 1.70 43 62 51 73 68 75 
36 Simmons, Mass. 168 1.96 2.11 86 93 192 78 201 96 
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Number of Children 
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2206 College? &6 é86 @& S80 26H 2 O8 206 OMEO 
17 SOUTH DAKOTA, U. OF 1.81 2.10 2.32 86 90 59 82 59 ©6100 
42 South Dakota State 1.67 1.92 2.18 87 88 47 61 54 87 
98 SOUTHERN U., LA. 1.27 1.36 1.81 93 75 30 ©6100 $1 37 
131 Southwest Missouri State -98 1.26 1.69 78 74 92 54 101 91 
52 Southwestern at Memphis, Tenn. 1.60 1.84 1.94 87 95 30 73 31 97 
11 SOUTHWESTERN U., TEX. 1.89 2.36 2.60 80 91 15 92 35 43 
70 Sterling, Kans. 1.49 1.58 2.11 94 75 17 75 17 100 
8 SWEET BRIAR, VA. 1.97 2.15 2.44 92 88 7 89 80 90 
115 Tennessee Polytech. Inst. 1.146 «(1.33 1.86 74 82 35 65 39 90 
107 Thiel, Pa. 1.19 1.33 1.60 89 $3 9 75 9 100 
29 TRINITY, D. C. 1.71 2.34 2.63 73 89 101 96 101 100 
45 Tulsa, U. of, Okla. 1.66 1.74 2.14 96 81 45 63 51 88 
12 UTAH, U. of 1.89 2.17 2.62 87 83 123 87 175 70 
80 VALDOSTA STATE, GA. 1.40 1.56 2.00 90 78 30 =: 100 31 97 
40 Vanderbilt U., Tenn. 1.68 1.98 2.25 85 88 78 76 79 99 
127 Wagner, N. Y. 1.01 1.55 1.70 65 91 23 73 24 96 
44. WARTBURG, IA. 1.67 1.67 2.00 100 83 6 100 9 67 
126 WASHBURN U., TOPEKA, KANS. 1.02 1.25 1.84 81 68 43 80 47 91 
68 Washington, Md. 1.51 1.76 2.31 86 76 28 71 32 88 
124 Washington Missionary, D. C. 1.62 1.50 2.00 68 7 25 71 26 96 
138 West Virginia Wesleyan 91 1.25 1.36 73 92 22 75 22 100 
66 WESTERN C. FOR WOMEN, O. 1.51 2.00 2.08 76 96 37 93 41 90 
74 WESTERN MARYLAND 1.47 iP gf 2.23 83 79 53 8&9 58 91 
144 WESTERN STATE C. OF COLO. 75 1.31 1.70 58 77 26 87 32 81 
87 Westminster, Pa. 1.36 1.62 2.03 84 80 61 78 62 98 
64 WHEATON, ILL. 1.52 2.03 2.36 7 86 96 89 97 99 
18 Whitman, Wash. 1.81 2.17 2.29 83 94 30 72 31 97 
49 WILLAMETTE U., ORE. 1.62 1.88 2.35 86 80 36 $1 51 71 
106 William Jewell, Mo. 1.19 1.37 1.86 87 74 30 73 30 100 
25 Wittenberg, O. 1.75 2.27 2.36 7 96 48 70 $3 91 
79 WOMAN’S C. OF N, C. 1.42 1.72 2.09 83 82 351 84 379 93 
22 WOOSTER, C. OF, O. t7 2.03 2.26 87 90 85 92 86 99 
33° WYOMING, U. OF 1.70 2.00 2.22 85 90 53 89 66 80 
146 COLLEGES 1.43 1.84 2.19 77 84 8961 79 10523 85 





1Asterisk indicates data received too late for inclusion in total figures or assignment of rank, 

2Colleges with 80 percent or more of the graduates with known address reporting are shown in CAPITALS. 
8For women, the figures in column (c) are computed by the formula: 

(Children reported) (Married graduates) 

(Married graduates reporting) (Total graduates with known address) 
*For men, the figures in column (f) represent married graduates per 100 reporting graduates with known address. 
For women, these figures are married graduates per 100 graduates with known address since the single and 
the married are easily segregated on the address lists. 

5For women, the figures in column (i) represent married graduates reporting per 100 married gaduates since 
questionnaires are sent only to married female graduates. For both sexes, these figures are based on number of 
graduates with known address. 

® Although only married female graduates with known address are sent questionnaires, number of single graduates 
with known address included in calculations for columns (c) and (f). 


Children per reporting female graduate = 








PLEASE EXCUSE THE OVERSIGHT 


Some of the May Bulletins designed for promotion purposes were mailed to our 
regular subscribers and members. These differed from a standard Bulletin by carry- 
ing on page 43 a statement about the Bureau and an invitation to join or subscribe. 
If any of our regular readers happened to receive one of these instead of the regular 
Bulletin, we will be happy to replace it with a complete copy upon request, with no 

or: charge. No need to return the promotion copy. Perhaps it would interest 
friend. 
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EARLY ISSUES OF THE BULLETIN NEEDED 


Several earlier issues of the Population Bulletin are in short supply. Readers who 
do not bind their volumes will perform a real service by returning these issues to the 
Bureau so that complete sets can be obtained by libraries requesting them. The 
Bureau will pay fifty cents a copy for any of the issues listed below. 
Volume X, No. 5—July 1954—A New Science Emerges 
Volume X, No. 3—May 1954—Great Britain at the Crossroads: A Dilemma of 
Industrialization 

Volume X, No. 1—January 1954—World Population Round-Up 

Volume IX, No. 4—July 1953—U. 8S. A.—1975-2000 A.D.—Soaring Demands, 
Shrinking Resources 

Volume IX, No. 2—April 1953—Falling Birth Rates: What Do They Mean? 

Volume IX, No. 1—February 1953—Report on India: The Bombay Conference 

Volume II, No. 3—March 1946—Level of Living of Earth’s People 

Volume II, Nos. 1-2—January-February 1946—Birth Rates and Education 

Volume I, No. 4—December 1945—Differences in Birth Rates. 
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If addressee has moved, please 
notify sender on Form 3547. 








